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INTRODUCTION. 



I WOULD much sooner comnnit the following correspondence to 
the fiamea than to the pre?3, if the cause of truth and justice did not 
appear to demand its publication. If there is any force in the reasons 
which induced me to commence it, they would seem to leave no ex- 
cuse for withholding it from the public. It was undertaken from no 
personal or party motive, but for the simple purpose of eliciting thb 
TRUTH in relation to a serioui? charge, which I was astonished to learn 
had been made against members of a Society proftssiing the princi- 
ples of non-resistance, by a minister of great influence in the Society 
of Friends in this city.* Of the spirit in which it has been carried on, 
on both sides, I am quite willing that those interested should judge for 
themselves, without any remarks of mine. It is proper to state, how- 
everj that the ministry of George F. While, for some time past, has 
been characterized by the most violent oi'position to the various re- 
formatory associations of the age. The following are some of tlie 
epitheis which he has often bestowed upon temperance, nnti-slavcry 
and non-resistance societies, and upon those who support them, in- 
cluding, of course, many well-known members of the Society of 

* As an evidence of his moral and rcPgious standing in the Society, 
it may he observed, that he is now in possession of the regular certifi- 
^ij^tes of approbation to visit England as a minister. 
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Friends : " hireling lecturers," " hireling editors and book agents," 
"servants of the devil," ''emissaries of gatan," " hypocrites," "blas- 
phemers," " coming up out of the bottomless pit," &c. To those who 
have heard him, this statement is unnecessary ; but I give the fact, 
without comment, for the information of persoriS at a distance, into 
whose hands this correspondence may fall. 

The matter embraced in the appendix must speak for itself. 

OLIVPJR JOHNSON. 

NEW-Yonic, Feb. 10, 1841. 



CORRESPONDENCE. 



[ No. 1. ] 

Oliver Johnson to George F. White. 

143 Nassau Strket, ) 
NiAv-YoRK, Nov. 20, 1840. J 

George F. White : 

Respected Friend — Though personally a stranger to 
you. I shall make no apology for addressing you this 
note ; nor will I do you the injustice to suppose, that you 
will require any at my hands, after learning the object I 
have in view. 

I have just been informed, by a highly respectable 
member of the Society of Friends, who was present on 
the occasion, that in a public communication to the Rose- 
street meeting yesterday, you spoke of the Non-Resist- 
ance Society as an institution formed "in the will of 
man ;" and that, in proof of this position, you stated, that 
on a certain occasion, a company of its members or friends, 
who had been refused adniisaion to some building, pro- 
vided themselves with implements for effecting a forcible 
entrance. Whether such an entrance was actually made 
or not, I am told you did not affirm ; nor is it material, as 
the disposition to commit violence would be sufficiently 
mdicated by llie conduct which you described. Now, as 
I am a member of the Non-Resistance Society, — having 
fissisted in its organization, and signed its Declaration of 
Sentiments, — and as I am also a member of its Executive 
Committee, and therefore publicly identified with it, you 
will not think it strange, that a statement so vitallv affect- 
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ing its reputation, made by a professed minister of the- 
gospel of Peace, in high repute among a large and influ- 
ential dencmination of professing Christians, should ex- 
cite in my mind emotions of grief and astonishment ; es- 
pecially as 1 am not acquainted with any circumstances 
on which such ah accusation could rest. Nor will you 
deem it improper, in these circumstances, that I should 
call upon you to inform me when and where our Society, 
or any members or friends of it, were guilty of the con- 
duct which you have attributed to them ; or at least to 
give me the authority on which your statement was made. 
I take it for granted, that you wouid not make so grave a 
charge on mere idle rumor ; nor am I willing to suppose 
that you would be guilty of "bearing false witness" against 
a class of men who are hated and reviled by the " hire- 
ling priests" of the day, and ridiculed and reproached for 
their adherence to the principles of non-resistance, as 
taught and exemplified by Him whose minister you pro- 
fess to be. 1 therefore ask you, as an act of justice to 
myself, and to the Society of which I am a member, to 
give me the information above specified. 

Desiring to hear from you at your earliest convenience,. 
I subscribe myself, 

Very respectfully, yours, 

OLIVEK JOHNSON 

George F. White. 



[ No. 2. ] 

George F. White to Oliver Johnson. 

New-York, U mo. 20, 1840. 

Respected Friend: 

Thine of this date is at hand, and I reply immedi- 
ately after its reception, that no person heard me, in a 
** public communication to the Rose-st. meeting yesterday, 
(nor the day before, which is probably meant,) speak of 
the Non-Resistance Society as an institution formed in 
the will of man." 

I knew not until the receipt of thy note, that there was 
9k Non-Resistance Society in this city. 
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At the time referred to, I asserted, that a man could 
not, by a mere act of volition, assume and carry out in 
practice, the principles of non-resistance. I stated that 
there was a case of recent occurrence, in which jomr, 
(or, one or more) of a body professing these principles, 
threatened to make a forcibly entry into a house from 
which they believed they were unjustly excluded. 

I am very confident in the opinion, that I said not more 
at that time touching that particular case. 

I might have added mote, but it did not appear to be 
necessary, as my object was not to censure any man or 
set of men. 

My information was obtained from a person who gave 
ground, as specified in the deed, exclusively for the use 
of the religious Society of Fiicnds^ and had control of 
the key to a house which had been erected upon it, when 
the persons above spoken of demanded it : he refused 
assent until they assured him no lecture woultl be deliv- 
ered in the house, as Friends desired the use of it only 
for an evening's consultation. He afterwards learned,, 
that a regular lecturer, who was in waiting, whoae name 
he gave me, and who was not a member of the Society 
of Friends, delivered a lecture, in direct violation of th» 
terms upon which the key was obtained. 

Thy friend, 

GEORGE F. WHITE. 



[ No. 3. ] 

Oliver Johnson to George F. White. 

143 Nassau Street, > 
New-Yokk, Nov. 21, 1840. \ 

George F. White : 

Respected Friend — Your prompt reply to my letter 
of yesterday's date is received, from wliich it appears, 
that the Friend from whom I derived my information re« 
speciing your remarks at the Hose-street meeting, was 
mistaken in reporting you as having asserted, in terms,, 
that the Non-Resistance Society was formed " in tho 
will of man." This, however, 1 do not deem: material^ 
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Bince, even if you had said' so, it would have been only 
the expression of an opinion^ for which you would be ac- 
countable to your Divine Master alone. 

But, in relation to statements purporting to be mat- 
ters of fact^ the person making them is bound, by everjr 
principle of honor as a man, and, above all, by his obli- 
gations as a Christian, to make the fullest and most un- 
leserved explanations to all whose reputations are liable 
to suffer in consequence of them. I will not wrong you 
by supposing, for a moment, that you will question the 
soundness of this principle, or deny its applicability to 
the present case. But, I must be permitted to remind 
you, that your letter does not give me the information 
which 1 sought at your hands, and which, on further re- 
jection, I am sure you will not do either me or yourself 
the injustice to wiihliold. 

By recurring to my note of yesterday, you will per- 
ceive that I did not allude to a Non-Resistance Society 
as existing in this citv. I alluded to the New-England 
Non-Resistance Society, which, I believe, with one ex- 
ception,* is the only institution of a si.nilar character, or 
bearing a similar name, in the world, and which, I sqp- 
pose, was the one to which your remarks had reference. 
At any rate, you were so understood. K, however, you 
did not mean to implicate that Society, or any of its mem- 
bers, you owe it no less to yourself than to them, to cor- 
rect the impression you made. But, there appears to be 
no reason for the supposition that you were misunder- 
stood on this point, since that Society is the only one, so 
far as I know, that employs a " regular lecturer." I 
therefore ask you to give me the name of the lecturer to 
whom you refer, and to inform me of the lime when, and 
the place where, the transaction, lo which you allude, oc- 
curred ; in order that, if the highly esteemed agent of 
our Society shall be found guilty of such disgraceful and 
uaclirislian conduct, we may administer Christian reproof, 
and, in case of his persistence in the wrong, withdraw 
from bim our support and approbation. As the transac- 
tion is one to which you have felt yourself at liberty tO' 
icier in a solemn religious discourse, I take it for granted 

* The Oberlin (Ohio) Non-Ilesistance Society. 
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that you cannot object to the most rigid investigation of 
ali the circumstances : especially when that investigation 
is sought by those whose characters, as professed disci- 
ples of Jesus, and even as honest men, is implicated in 
the result. 

I remain your friend, 

and the friend of truth, 

OLIVER JOHNSON. 



[ No. 4. ] 
George F. White to Oliver Johnson. 

New-York, 11 mo. 21, 1840. 

Oliver Johnson : 

Thy letter of this date states, that the Friend from 
whom thou derived thy information respecting my re- 
marks at the Rose-street meeting was mistaken in report- 
ing me as having asserted, in terms, that the Non-Resiat- 
ance Society was formed in the will of man ; and that 
thou dost not deem this part material. Neither do I deem 
this mistake (if it be a mistake) material. The material 
part of the misrepresentation of the " highly respectable 
member of the Society o*" Friends" is, in metamorpho- 
sing the word " threatened * into "collecting implements" 
to make a forcible entry, &c. 

When thou sbalt furnish me with the name of this 
" highly respectable member of the Society of Friends," 
I may give to thy two communications such further atten- 
tion as I shall think they deserve. 

Thy friend, 

GEO. F. WHITE. 



t No. 5. ] 

Oliver Johnson lo George F. White. 

143 Nassau Street, ) 
New-York, Nov. 21, 1840. J 

George F. White: 

Respected Ftivnd — I have not the slightest objection 
to give you the name of the Frieijjl, from whom I de- 
rived the information which induced roe to open this coi- 
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respondence. It was — - — ' I ought, per- 
haps, in justice to him, to state, that bis conversation with 
me was rather accidental than otherwise, and had no con- 
nection, in his mind, with any such step as that which I 
have felt it my duty to take in the premises ; nor has hr> 
that I am aware of, any knowledge of ihis correspond- 
ence. 

I endeavored, in my statement of your remarks, to 
use, as near as my recollection of it would enable me 
to do, the language used by him. It is quiJe possible, 
however, that neither of us was literally accuiate. That 
both of us, however, were correct as to every thing wa- 
terial to my pesent purpose, is sufficiently manifest from 
your own admission of having charged *' some (or one or 
more) of a body professing non-resistance principles," 
(among whom was a ** regular lecturer,'^) with " threaten- 
ing to make a forcible entrtf to a meeting-house. The 
threat is all that is essential, since it could not, of course, 
have been carried into effect without *' implements" t suited 
to the purpose. 1 must be allowed, therefore, to express 
my surprise, that you should now make issue upon so im- 
material a point, and one, too, which you did not deem 
worthy of specification in your first note. 

Renewing my reasonable request to be immediately 
furnished with the information sought for in my previous 
letters, and hoping that your response will comport with 
the honest frankness and simplicity which should charac- 
terize a professed minister of the gospel, 
I remain. 

Yours, in human brotherhood, 

OLIVER JOHNSON. 

♦ The name of this individual is omitted at his own particular re- 
quest ; the necessity of its publication being entirely obviated by the 
emphatic admission of George F. White, that "he is a man of un- 
impeachable VERACITY." [See p. 16.] The name, however, will 
be freely communicated to any person who may choose to inquire 
for it. 

t "Materials" is the word in the original. It was used, however, 
by mistake, and in this, and several other places, f have substituted 
iVa word implements," which was the word used in the first letter^ 
ftnd intended to be used htre. 
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[ No. 6. ] 

Oliver Johnson to George F. White. 

143 Nassau Street, \ 
New-York, Nov. 26, 1840. 1 

George F. White : 

My Brother— ^In your note to me of the 2l8t inst., 
you stated, that when I should furnish you with the name 
of the Friend from whom I derived the information which 
induced me to open this correspondence, you might give 
to my communications such further attention as you should 
think they deserved. Without hesitation or delay, I gav<^ 
you the name of the Friend alluded to; but, although 
several days have since elapsed, you have paid no (ur* 
ther attention" to my reasonable and respectful req^uest. 
Will you be kind enough to inform me, definitely, whether 
I am to regard your last note as final, so far as that mat- 
ter is concerned ? The bearer is instructed to wait for 
your answer. 

Your friend, 

OLIVER JOHNSON, 



[ No. 7. ] 

George F, White to Oliver Johnson. 

Oliver Johnson : 

I hope to give attention to the non-resistance case, 
and also to thy case, in due time. 

Thy friend, 

GEO. F. WHITE. 

New-York, 1 1 mo. 27, 1840. 

[ No. 8. ] 

Oliver Johnson to George F» White, 

143 Nassait Street, > 
Nev/-York, Nov. 27, 1840o J 

George F. White : 

Ml/ Brother — The evasive and indefinite character 
of your note of this date, and also of that of the 20th 
inst., makes it incumbent upon me to address you again, 
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and to ask you, respectfully, to inform me, at once and dis- 
tinctly, whether you decline giving me the name of the 
** regular lecturer" on non-resistance, alluded to in your 
letter of the 20th inst. ; and of the place where and the 
time when the " threat" of forcible entry to a meeting- 
house, by a friend or friends of the N. R. Society, to 
which you alluded in your communication to the Rose-st. 
meeting, and in your note of the latter date, was made. 
This information I have a right to demand, for reasons 
which I need not repeat ; and which must be satisfactory 
to every impartial mind ; and if your public accusation 
rests upon authority which affords the least justification, 
or even apology for it, you can have no reason for with- 
holding that information for a single hour. I therefore 
must insist upon an immediate and final answer to my re- 
quest, one way or the other ; and in case of a refusal to 
furnish me with the information I ask, I shall feel at lib- 
erty to publish our correspondence, in order to counter- 
act, in some measure, what I shall then have good rea- 
•on for believing was an unauthorized and unjustifiable 
attack upon the innocent. The bearer will wait for your 
answer. 

Your friend and brother, 

OLIVER JOHNSON. 



[ No. 9. ] 

George F. White to Oliver Johnson. 

Oliver Johnson : 

In reply to thine of this day, I have only to state, 

that thy course of *' duty" towards ■ , and 

my course towards a fourth party, from a sense of pro- 
priety, do not run parallel. I shall take a reasonable 
time, (say from ten to fifteen days from the time I receiv- 
ed thy first note,) to hear from my informant, before I make 
my final communication to thee. 

I do not find it among my duties to prescribe a course 
for thee. 

Thy friend, 

' . GEO, F. WHITE. 

New-York, 11 mo. 27, 1840. 
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[ No. 10. ] 

Oliver Johnson to George F, White, 

143 Nassau Street, > 
New-York, Nov. 28, 1 840. J 

George F. White : 

My Brother — From your last note, received yester- 
day, it appears that you are not prepared to give me a final 
answer to my request until you can hear from your in- 
formant. I regret that you did not frankly give me this 
information at the outset, as in that case my mind would 
have rested quietly for the time being, and I should hare 
been spared the disagreeable necessity of pressing you 
further upon the subject. I shall most cheerfully wait 
for your answer the time you have specified. 

Kindly and truly your friend, 

OLIVER JOHNSON, 



[ No. 11. ] 
George F. White to Oliver Johnson, 

New- York, 12 mo. 3d, 1840. 

Oliver Johnson : 

I now propose to give to thy several commnnicationa 
the further attention to which I may think them entitled. 
For ready reference, I will number some of the principal 
extracts which I may deem it necessary to make from 
them. 

All of them are headed, " 143 Nassau-st., New-York 
and the first, which is dated Nov. 20, 1840, runs thus: (No. 
1,) *' I have just been informed by a highly respectable 
member of the Society of Fr:ends, who was present on 
the occasion, that in a public <;ominunicairon to the Rose- 
street meetings yesterday, you spoke of the Non-Resist- 
ance Society as an institution formed 'in the will of man 
(No. 2,) " and in proof of this position you stated, that 
on a certain occasion, a company of its members or friends, 
who had been refused admission to some building, pro- 
vided themselves with implements for efleciing a forcible 
entrance." " Now as I am a nuMnbor of tlie Non-Resist- 
2 
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ance Socfety, — having assisted in its organization, and 
signed its Declaration of Sentiments, — anvi therefore pub- 
licly identified with it," &c. (No. 3,) " Nor will you 
deem it improper, in these circumstances, that I should 
call upon you to inform me when and where our Society, 
or any members or friends of it, were guilty of the con- 
duct which you have attributed to them — or at least, to 
give me the authority on which your statement was 
made." (No. 4,) " I lake it for granted, that you would 
not make so grave a charge upon mere idle rumor ; nor 
am I willing to suppose that you would be guilty of * bear- 
ing false witness.' " 

This communication, viewed through any medium to 
which I had access, was of equivocal character. If the 
sole object of the writer were to obtain the information, 
which, alone, he professed to be seeking, why did he not 
ask for it in the nsual manner, and in a few lines ? Com^ 
mencing with ** though a stranger to you," why did he 
doubt my honesty ? why read me a homily upon the du- 
ties of " a professed minister of the gospel of Peace" ? — 
Why did he intimate his apprehension that I might " make 
a grave charge upon idle rumor ;" that I might " be guilty 
of bearing false witness ?" (See extract No. 4.) The wri- 
ter, said I, must be dishonest, or weak. Perhaps he is a 
stripling, but recently released from the government of the 
pedagogue's birch ; then recollecting " the port he hailed 
from," or, more properly, his eyry, I deemed it probable that 
he was an unfledged philanthropist that had fallen from the 
nest. I rephed respectfully ; and perceiving he had made 
two distinct allegations, (see extracts 1 and 2,) I stated, 
in terms not to be misunderstood, that the first was not 
true, and that the second was a misrepresentation. There 
I rested, waiting to see if one who could discourse so 
eloquently upon christian duties, and " all that sort of 
thing," would award to me that which he, under similar 
circumstances, was claiming, obstreperously, /rom me. 

The next day came to hand thy second epistle. It 
contained no apology — it hinted not at the source of the 
false charge, nor at the origin of the misrepresentation. 
It contained not even a regret that I had so good a cause 
for recrimination. Having seen what should have been 
in it that was not, let us now see what was there. 
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Touching the first allegation, (see extract No. 1,) for 
which there is not a pretext, it runs thus : This, how- 
ever, I do not deem material." Then comes a homily 
upon the duties of honorable men and the obligations of 
christians. Here I will observe, that thy informant has 
furnii»hed me with such evidence as to leave no doubt, that 
the first allegation was known to the writer of it to be un- 
true when he penned it ; and the misrepresentation in the 
second was made in the hope that it would effect some- 
thing " material" for thy purpose ; — but more of this anon. 

It is then asserted, that I made an impression (of course 
upon thy informant) that I alluded to " the New England 
Non-Resi stance Society," inasmuch as there is but that, 
and another, viz : " the Oberlin (Ohio) Non-Resistance 
Society," and whether I did or did not refer to the for- 
mer, that I am bound to " correct the impression." 

Unfortunately for thee, thy informant, at the time spo- 
ken of, knew not of the existence of either of these Non^ 
Resistance Societies, nor of any other one. 

In the public communication which furnished to theo 
a pretext to open this correspondence, I referred to an 
instance of some {or one or more) of a body of men, pro- 
fessing non-resistance principles : I made not even a dis- 
tant allusion to the Non-Resistance Society ; and would 
not now be willing to distinguish between these ** Dro- 
mios,^^ nor attempt to point out which of these is the real 
" Simon Pure." I knew not but the brood of non-resist- 
ance societies was as numerous as that of anti-slavery so- 
cieties ; and, from the fact of thy dating from what I have 
long looked upon as the head quarters of much that is 
anomalous in philanthropy, morals, and religion, I was 
warranted in the supposition that the Non-Resistance So- 
ciety (the real *' Simon Pure,") was in this city. 

Nor did I hint at any locality ; therefore, for aught the 
audience upon that occasion heard from me, I am at lib- 
erty to show that the circumstance to which I referred 
took place in Kamschatka or Kalamazoo, in California or 
Communipaw, or wherever else, for the time, hypocrisy 
prevailed and cant predominated. 

This, thy second letter, made me acquainted with the 
character of my correspondent, and I demanded from him 
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that which he should have tendered to me in his lirst com- 
munication. 

In thy third letter, thou gave me the name of 

, as that of thy informant^ and I freely admit that 

he is a ** highly respectable member of the Society of 
Friends and as freely assert my belief, that he is a man 
of unimpeachable veracity. He, then, thy informant, sta- 
ted to me, that he called upon Isaac T. Hopper on other 
business than this ; but, during the interview with him, 
made some inquiry relating to a Society which professed 
non-resistance principles, (being wholly ignorant, until he 
heard me refer to such a body, of the existence of any 
such,) when Isaac called out, "Oliver," and a person (I 
presume Oliver Johnson) stepped out, into sights and be- 
gan to interrogate him. That he, , gave, as 

near as he could then recollect, my words : that he did 
not say a word of any thing which is contained in thy first 
allegation. Respecting the second, thou asked him dis- 
tinctly, once, if not twice, " Did he say they collected 
implements (or instruments to which thy informant as 
distinctly replied, " he did not say so." 

Now, according to thy own v/ords, thou must have im- 
mediately written the first allegation, upon the subject of 
which thy informant spake not ; and written out in the 
second, as resting upon his authority, that which ha de- 
nied when thou put the question touching the fact to him. 

Thou says, " / have just been informed^"* and then pro- 
coeds to assert, as coming from , what 

said not ; and second, as coming from him that 

which he denied when thou put the question to him. — 
Well may thou say, "It is quite possible that neither of 
U6 was literally ac curtate." 

The art of manufacturing, without a raw material^ appears 
to be wholly confined to the intellectual world. AUho* thou 
art an adept in the production of these fabrics, thou hast 
not a claim to originality for it : some of the same " style 
of goods" was produced as far back as the time of our 
first parents, by a contemporary of theirs, a cunning work- 
man, and an inmate of the garden of Eden. "Heir 
looms," descending from him in a right line^ are nume- 
rous \ and weaving upon them, to borrow the language of 
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our late Recorder^ " has been practised to a great extent 
in this community." 

Take the advice of a friend, and try thy hand in the 
grosser world of matter. If thou shalt succeed in pro- 
ducing any thing, which, having no raw material for Us 
basiSf shall nourish or protect the body, thou wilt lind it 
more profitable to thyself, (perhaps more useful to thy fel- 
low-men) to attend to that ** branch of business,'* than to 
preach or write for hire. If, however, thou shalt not suc- 
ceed, thy claim to originality of attempi will not soon be 
disputed. 

Returning to thy letter, next in order is a pretended ex- 
tract from one of my letters, being marked as, and assert- 
ed to be, a quotation from one of th&m ; and which is as 
far from the truth as was " material to thy purpose ;** 
neither the words nor the sense of which, being in any 
of my communications to thee or to others. The objects 
sought by thi^^ forgery appear to be, to fasten upon me 
the charge of implicating a regular lecturer in the threat 
to make a forcible entry, &c., and, in default of proof^ to 
demand reparation. 

I said not, the lecturer was among'^ those that threat* 
ened, nor " among** those that negotiated for the key. He 
may have been with both parties ; and, he may have been 
with neither party ; he may have known the terms upon 
which the key was procured, and been willing to carry 
out his part, under any circumstances ; and, he may have 
been ignorant of these terms, and been governed, through* 
out, by the nicest sense of honor. I have said nothing 
which can be justly considered inculpatory or exculpate* 
ry of him. 

The roost curious part of this correspondence is thy 
declaration, that it is not *'materiar whether the party 
** collected implements to make a forcible entry," or only 

threatened." The threat is all that is important, since 
it could not, of course, have been carried into effect with- 
out * implements' suited to the purpose." 

According to this, thy decision, it is not material" 
whether a man, in a state of high excitement, smarting 
under the sense of supposed wrongs, threatens" to take 
the life of a fellow man ; or, carefully selects and pur- 
chases pistols and bullet-mould, powder, lead, and per- 
2* 
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cussion-c&ps, and proceeds deliberately to cast his bul- 
lets and try his caps. 

*' A Daniel come to judgment ! yea, a Daniel !" 
'*0 wise young judge, how do I iionor thee V* 

I have in hand six of thy epistles, and when I sat down 
to make my iinal reply, I intended to go through the whole 
number ; but, tiring with the third, I relinquish a moiety 
of my design. I will, however, for a specimen of hy- 
pocrisy, refer to the opening of the fifth, which runs thus : 
** My Brother, — The evasive and indefinite character of 
your note of this date, and also of that of the 21st inst., 
makes it incumbent upon me to address you again, and 
to ask you, respectfully^ to inform me, at once and dis- 
tinctli/" &c. I have underscored some belligerent words, 
which stand in such harmless and glorious juxtaposition, 
as to leave Utile doubt of our proximity to the millennium. 

For a spice of cajit^ take the concluding paragraph of 
the third, — " Yours, in human brotherhood." 

I will not say, that thou hast come into this " breathing 
world" two centuries after thy time ; but, if 1 were com- 
pelled to speak upon the subject, I might say, if thou had 
lived at the time of the Rump Parliament, thou would st 
have found kindred spirits among the worthy compeers of 
the celebrated *' Praise-god Barebone." 

The name of the person from whom I received my in- 
formation touching the non-resistance case, is Samuel 
Griffith, of, or near. Mount Pleasant, Jefferson County, 
Ohio. 

This communication is the last notice J. can take of 
thee until thou be improved in morals and mended la 
manners. 

Thy friend, 

GEO. F. WHITE. 

[ No. 12. ] 

Oliver Johnson to George F. White. 

143 Nassau Street, ) 
New-York, Dec. 10, 1840. f 

GEOPaE F. White : 

Afy Brother — Yours of the 3d inst. was duly received, 
and, but for the declaration at its close, would have been 
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promptly answered in a prirate way. Whether my con- 
duct towards you has been such as to afford any justifica- 
tion or apology for that declaration, is a question which 
l am entirely willing to submit, without remark or self- 
defence, to the judgment of those who may -read our 
correspondence. Your conduct, I am sorry to say, has 
left me no alternative but to address you in this manner. 

You have given me the name of the person on whose 
authority your public accusation was made, and I shall 
spare no pains in investigating the matter to its founda- 
tion. Without venturing to anticipate the result of my 
inquiries, and waiving, for the present, any remarks upon 
the main subject of our correspondence, 1 will notice 
several things in your last communication which appear 
to demand some slio^ht attention. 

1. You complain of my first letter, that it appears to 
you to be "of equivocal character;" and you even pro- 
fess to find in it evidence either of " dishonesty" or 
" weakness" on my part. 1 am not anxious to defend 
myself against this charge. I will only appeal from 
your judgment to the candor and good sense of the rea- 
der, at the same time putting it to your own conscience, 
whether your commentaiy upon my language is not un- 
just. Did it imply a doubt of your honesty, to *^ take it 
for granted that you would NOT make a grave charge 
upon idle rumor," and to express an unwillingness " to 
suppose that you would be guilty of bearing * false wit- 
ness V " If so, then I must plead gnilty to the charge of 
being too ** weak" to understand the import of my own 
words. My letter may appear awkward to the eye of a 
refined critic, — it may be much longer than was necessa- 
ry, — but, I submit whether there is any thing, either in 
its language or spirit, at which a Christian could justly 
take offence. 

2. Your complaint respecting my second letter, that 
" it contained no apology" for what you term a " false 
charge" in the first, strikes me as somewhat singular. — 
It may have been owing to my dullness of apprehension, 
but it is nevertheless true, that at the time of writing that 
letter, the thought had not even entered my mind that you 
were dissatisfied with any thing that I had reported as 
coining from my informant, except the statement that you 
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had Bpoken of the Non-Resistance Society as formed 
in the will of man." I began my second letter with an 
admission, that on this point there had been a mistake ; 
and if you had been equally explicit on the other, I should 
as cheerfully have admitted, that in relation to that also 
there appeared to have been some misunderstanding. I 
now see, on a comparison of your language in relation to 
the point alluded to with that which I reported as having 
come from my informant, that 1 might have inferred that 
you were unwilling to admit the latter to be correct. If 
I am blameworthy, however, for being so intent upon the 
main subject as not to draw an inference on a collateral 
point, I submit to your candor, whether you are not at 
least equally so for your own want of explicitness. But 
this is a small matter. 

One word more, and I have done on this point. You 
attempt to throw ridicule upon the remark in my third let* 
ter, that it was not " materiar whether implements were 
collected or not — ^the threat" to enter the house by force 
being all that was essential. Your sarcasm is pointlesst 
because it rests upon a perversion of what 1 said. The 
real question is not so much what is the degree of guilt 
involved in the case, as whether the persons accused were 
guilty of a flagrant violation of their professed princi- 
ples ; and I repeal, that it is of very little consequence,, 
in settling this question, whether the threat was or waa 
not followed by the demonstrations alluded to. 

3. I confess my inability to discover why the ignor- 
ance of my informant in relation to the Non-Resistance 
Society is unfortunate for me." It surely does not fol- 
low from that circumstance, that you did not make the 

impression" of which I spoke. That you did make 
such an " impression," I had evidence which satisfied my 
own mind, derived from sources to which I did not deem 
it necessary to refer ; and I very much doubt whether 
you will venture to make a distinct denial of the correct- 
ness of my statement. 

4. You speak of the Non-Resistance Society in lan- 
guage of contempt. If you really are as ignorant of that 
Society and its operations as your words imply, I submit 
to the reader — nay, to your own sense of propriety — 
whether you are qualified to feel contempt either for it or 
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its advocates ; much more, whether you are qualified to 
aver« as you have done in public, that it came up ** out of 
the bottomless ptt." If you claim to have spoken thus 
from Divine inspiration, then I will leave it for others to 
decide how far the temper you manifest supports such a 
claim. But how surprising it must seem to the opposers 
of non-resistance in other denominations, that a min- 
ister of \ne Society of Friends can utter the language of 
scorn and reproach towards an institution based upon the 
identical principles which the early founders of that So- 
ciety promulgated, and for which they suffered untold 
persecution from the enemies of truth and righteousness ! 

5, You say, that you have ** long looked upon" the An- 
ti-Slavery Office *^ as the head quarters of much that is 
anomalous in morals, philanthropy and religion." In this 
opinion you are in ** unity'* with all flie slaveholders, the 
apologists for slavery, the intemperate and profane, the 
proud despisers of the poor, the advocates of lynch law, 
and the " hireling priests" of the day! All these will 
agree, that there is nothing so anomalous*^ as the Divine 
requisitions, Proclaim liberty throughout all the laud 
unto all the inhabitants thereof" — ** Break every yoke, 
let the oppressed go free" — ** Whatsoever ye would that 
men should do unto you, do ye even so unto them" — "Re- 
member them that are in bonds as bound with them" — 
" Deliver him that is spoiled out of the hand of the op- 
pressor" — ** Open thy mouth for the dumb, in the cause 
of all such as are appointed to destruction," 6lc. Slc. — 
These comprise the " morals, philanthropy and religion" 
of the American Anti-Slavery Society. It is for obeying 
these divine injunctions, according to the understanding 
of our own minds, and in accordance with the stern de- 
m&v;ds of our consciences, that we have been hated and 
opposed by all that is corrupt, tyrannical, oppressive and 
Pharisaical in the land. For this, the mob lias assailed 
us — for this, corrupt politicians have heaped their invec- 
tives upon our heads — and for this, " hireiing priests" and 
time-serving ministers, of all denominations, have hurled 
at us their denunciations and anathemas. Whether it be 
a greater " anomaly in morals, philanthropy and religion," 
to a see a body of men associated together, in the fear 
of God, for the purpose of breaking the chains of enslaved 
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millions, than to find a minister of the Society of Friends 
mingling his voice with that of a pro-slavery press, pul- 
pit and mob, in denouncing them as " hypocrites" and 
emissaries of Satan," is a question on which I will pro- 
nounce no judgment. I do not wonder, however, that a 
man who does not hesitate to declare, that he would as 
soon go to a theatre as to an anti-slavery meeting com- 
posed exclusively of members of the same denomination 
of which he is a minister, and who, instead of thanking 
God for the emancipation of 800,000 human beings in 
the W est Indies from jchains and slavery, can contra- 
dict his express declarations by prophesying evil con- 
cerning that sublime moral reformation, should be hostile 
to an association whose object it is to break the fetters of 
millions of his own countrymen. Nor do I wonder, that, 
while rewards are offered at the South for the heads of 
abolitionists, a man holding such principles could travel 
as a preacher in that part of the country, not only with* 
out personal danger, but even with the silent acquiescence 
of the worst of tyrants and oppressors. Certainly, if 
slaveholders were to obstruct the movements of such a 
man, it would be from a misapprehension of his real sen- 
timents, and because, seeing him in the garb of a Friend, 
they had taken it for granted that he was, what they well 
know the principles of that Society, if fully and heartily 
embraced, would make him— viz. an abolitionist. 

6. I will next notice the charge of willful falsehood, 
which you gravely prefer against me, on the authority, 
professedly, of the person from whom I derived my in 
formation respecting the statement which first induced 
me to address you. The first thought which must sug- 
gest itself to every reflecting mind, on reading this charge, 
is, that it is utterly improbable, and even ridiculous, in 
view of the facts. What .possible temptation could I have 
been under, in writing to i/ou, to misrepresent what my 
informant had told me respecting your own public state- 
ment ? If I had written to any other person than your- 
self, there might have been some plausibility in your 
impeachment ; but the idea that I should in the first place 
designedly misrepresent what my informant told me, and 
then put myself in your power by freely and unhesita- 
tingly giving you his name, is as strange as it is prepos- 
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teroas. A simple explanation will not only show that 
your charge against me is without foundation, but that I 
have far mor& reason for bringing a similar one against 
yourself; for, at the s^me time that you are so ready to 
accuse me of writing what I knew to be false respecting 
the statements of my informant, (without making any al« 
lowance for what, to say the least, might have been an 
honest mistake,) you have yourself entirely misapprehend* 
ed the testimony of the same individual ! In proof of this, 
I offer the following certificate, which I have in the hand 
writing, and under the signature of the man whom you 
have admitted to be a " highly respectable member of the 
Society of Friends," and " A MAN OF UNIMPEACH- 
ABLE VERACITY," and on whose authority you have 
ventured to charge me with willful falsehood : 

CERTIFICATE. 

''On the 20(h of llth mo. 1840. I called at the Anti-Slavery Offiee, 
No> 143 Nassau street, and while there had a conversation with Isaac 
T. Hopper and Oliver Johnson, relative to some remarks made hy 
George P. White on the preceding fourth day, in Rose-street meetings 
on the suli»ject of non-resistance. Having heard the latfer, m the coarse 
of his communication, charge some members of a body professing non- 
resistance principles with assembling and evincing a disposition to en- 
ter a meeting-house by forces and having been surprised by such a 
charge, I was led to inquire of Issac T. Hupper if he knew what socie- 
ty orl>ody of people was alluded to, and whethtr he was acquainted 
with any circumstance like that described by Georce F. Whi^ He 
called Oliver Johnson, who stated that he was one of the original mem- 
bers of that society, and could not bulieve that such sn event took place. 
My sutement of George F. White's remarks was, I think, eorrrcffyre- 
poried hy Oliver Johnton in ki» note to (he former of UuYlth mo, mk% 
in every reepect but the following, where he speaks of the persona in 
question " having provided themselvev %tithimfUement*,** Oh this point 
I think that both he and Isaac T. Hopper misunderstood me.) Also» 
whether George F. White asserted, st the time referred to, that the 
Non-Resistance Society was formed "in the viU qfman," 1 coold not 
say poHtivelyt for I did not charge mv mind to mark his words on this 
pomt ; but my impression was, that be did use that phrase. As that, 
however, was immaterial, and a mere matter of opinion, I did not aim 
to be positive concerning it. During thie conversation, Oliver Johnson 
asked me no qutetione as to whether George F. White asserted " that 
implements were procured and I have no doubt that, in his letter to 
the latter, before alluded to, he stated the matter fairly and honesth% ac- 
cording to the impressions which he and Isaac T. Hopper received dur- 
ing our brief conversation. On my arrival in the city on the 26th, 
informed me that Ivaac T. Hopper wished to see me im- 
mediately at 143 Nassau street,* and handed me a note from Oliver 

*The message left by Isaac T. Hopper was, not that he mhv'i to see 
my mformant, but that / wished to see hira. I. T. H. wss the beater of 
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Johnson of thcsfime import. I accordingly went there. The qoeeiiens 
respecting **the implementi** were put to me during this second inter- 
view, h^id after he had disclosed my name to George F. White, and af- 
ter the latter had denied using the !an9;uage in question. On the even- 
ing of the 27th, I waited on George P. White, and had some conversa- 
tion on the foregoing subject; but, from his^etrer of 12lh mo., 3d., to 
Oliver Johnson, it would appear that he understood me to say to him, 
that the question alluded to was put to me by the latter in the course of 
the first conversa'ion ; and this mistake has led him to charge the lat- 
ter with having written what he knew to be un'true. I make this ex- 
planation, a- the request of Oliver Johnson, to acquit him of willful mis- 
representati >n, as his conduct appears to me to have been honest and 
uprght in this transaction. 
New York, 12fh mo. 7th, 1940. 

Your charge of falsehood rests on two distinct specifi- 
cations, both of which are thus contradicted by your own 
" UNIMPEACHABLE" witness. (1.) You assert,that 
my informant told you, that he said nothing to me about 
your having remarked that the Non-Resistance Society 
was formed " in the will of man whereas, he distinctly 
admits, in the foregoing certificate, that his statement of 
your remarks was correctly reported by me, " in every 
respect,'* save only where I spoke of the ajccused "having 
provided themselves with implements," &c. (2.) You 
assert, that my informant told you, not only that he did 
.not say that you spoke of *• implements,'* but that he e/en 
told me the contrary, " once if not twice," in answer to a 
question distinctly put by myself. It appears from the 
certificate, that you have confounded the conversation 
which occurred before my letter was written, with another 
which took place several days afterwards, and subsequent 
to your denial of the correctness of my statement. The 
question alluded to was put during the second interview, 
and of course can avail nothing as evidence of my want of 
veracity. As a proof that I did not designedly misrepre- 
sent what my informant said on this point, I have liberty 
to state, that Isaac T. Hopper understood him as I did. 
You will observe also, that the " highly respectable" au- 
thor of the certificate has borne his testimony to my ho- 
nesty and uprightness in the transaction. 

I do not find it in my heart to imitate your example, by 
charging you with willful falsehood, on account of your 

my note, for no other reason than because it so happened that he was 
t » pass by the residence of my informant at the iime referred to, and 
WHS willing, at my request, to save mc the trouble of going my- 
9C f.— o. J. 
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misunderstanding the testimony of your own " unimpeach- 
able" witness. I should feel, that, in doing so, I was act- 
ing contrary to every principle of honor and justice, and 
to that charity which hopetti all things and thinketh no 
evil. It is not to be supposed,, for a moment, that you 
would designedly misrepresent what our mutual friend 
had told you, when you knew that I should have ample 
means for exposing such misrepresentation. You doubt- 
less misunderstood him ; an .1 1 regret, for your own sake, 
that you were not charitable enough to make the same 
admission in respect to myself, instead of accusing me in 
the manner you have done. I appeal to you as a man, 
and especially as a professed minister of the gospel, 
whether you do not owe it to yourself promptly to retract 
your charge. If you can make peace with your con- 
science on any other terms but 1 will not finish the 

sentence. 

7. You have added to the catalogue of my offences 
that of " forgery (Seep. 17.) This, if possible, is even 
more preposterous than the charge last noticed. It is not 
only absurd in itself, but so glaringly tmtrue, that I won- 
der how yoH could gravely present it. If you will do 
yourself the justice to look again at your first letter, and 
then at the extract which you alledge to be a " forgery^** 
in my reply, (see p. 10,) you will perceive that all the 
words which I have marked as a quotation are ^^fafully 
transcribed. The clause included in parenthesis, except- 
ing only the words "regular lecturer," does nol purport to 
be a quotation. The quotation ends immediately before 
that clause, and commences again immediately afterwards, 
with the intervention of single word. The icjiea that the 
insertion of that parenthetical clause was intended to 
** fasten" any thing upon you, is shown to be absurd by 
the fact, that my letter was sent, not to a third person, but 
to yourself. The truth is, as the reader will see, it im- 
plies, not that the ** regular lecturer," was one of those 
who made the "threat," — least of all that you had 
made any such assertion, — but only that he belonged 
to the same body with those who had committed the 
offence. It is not a little remarkable, that, on your own 
principle, you arc guilty of the same offence which 
you have unjustly attributed to me. Turn to your first iet- 

3 
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ter on page 6, and you will see, that in the rery first para* 
graph, you have inserted a parenthetical clause of your 
own in the middle of a quotation fwm me ; and you have 
not, as I did, separated my language from your own by 
marks of quotation before and after the parenthesis ! Are 
you therefore guilty of •* forgery "? / do not believe it, 
but you must, if you try yourself by your own standard. 

8. You charge me with " cant" and " hypocrisy" for 
addressing you as " my brother.*' To this I have only to 
say, that if I had occasion to address the worst criminal 
in the world, I should use the same appellation. I ad- 
diessed you as " respected friend" until 1 could consci- 
entiously do so no longer, when I adopted, instead of that 
phrase, another of universal application, which implied 
nothing more, in my own mind, than a simple recognition 
of your membership in the great human family. It did 
not occur to me that you would understand it in any other 
light. 

9. How far the general tone and spirit of your letter, 
and the epithets which you heap so profusely upon me, 
comport with the courtesy and dignity which should cha- 
racterize the " manners" and " morals" of a well-bred man, 
(to say nothing of your professions as a Friend and a 
minister of the gospel !) I leave for others to judge. 

Your friend, 

OLIVER JOHNSON. 

[ No. 13. ] 

Oliver Johnson to George F, White, 

143 Nassau Street, ) 
New-York, Feb. 15, 1841. S 

George F. White: 

My Brother — Having completed my investigation of the 
authority on which you rested your charge against non- 
resistants, it now becomes my duty to communicate the 
result to you and the public. 

In the first place, let us look at the charge, and see 
what it comprehends ; and then we shall be prepared to 
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judge whether it is sustained or rebutted by the testimony 
which I shall present. These are your own words : 

" At the time referred to, I asserted [in the Rose-street meeting,] that a 
onan could not, a mere act of volition, assume and carry out in 
practice, the principles of non-resistance. I stated that there was a 
case of recent occurrence, in which «ome, (or. one or more) of a body 
professing these principles, threatened to make a forcible entry into a 
house from which they believed they wcire unjustly excluded."— p. 7. 

In your last communication, you say — 

I made not even a distant allusion to ihe Non* Resistance Socie- 
ty."— p. 15. 

In another part of the same letter, however, you dis- 
tinctly admit, that you referred to a Non-Resistance So* 
ciety. These are your words • 

"Thy informant stated to me, tjiat he called on Isaac T. Hopper on 
other buttiness than this ; but, during the intfrvi€>v with him, made 
some inquiry relating to A SOCIETY which professed non-resistance 
principles, being wholly ignorant, until HE HEARD ME REFER TO 
SUCH A BODY, [i. e. a non-reBiBtanee Socieiy,] of the existence of 
any such."— p. 16. 

Now as you admit that you referred to a Non-Resist» 
ancc Society, and as there were at that time only two such 
societies in the world, no person acquainted with the cir- 
cumstances can be at any loss to understand your mean- 
ing, or the impression you made. Although these admis- 
sions would seem to be sufficiently clear to justify me 
in supposing, as I did, that you intended to ref^r to the 
New<£ngland Non-Resistance Society, I deem it proper 
to say, that I have evidence, which satisfies me, that you 
have been careful to admit considerably less than the whoU 
truth in relation to your remarks on the occasion referred 
to. I have been informed, that, in connection with the 
charge, you poured out your usual torrent of epithets 
upon the or a Non-Resistance Society, (it matters little 
which ;) and when it is considered, that the society above 
mentioned is the only one of the kind, which has ever 
attracted much public attention, or been a point of attack 
for a " hireling ministry," and a time-serving press, there 
would seem to be no room to doubt the intent and bearing 
of your charges. 

In your first letter (p. 7,) you say — 

My information was obtained from a person who gave ground, as 
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specified in the deed, exclutmly for thevte of the religious Society <f 
Friends^ and had control of the key to a house which had been erect- 
ed upon it, when the persons above spoken of demanded it : he re- 
fused assent until ihey assured him no lecture would be delivered in 
the house, as Friends desired the use of it only for an evening's con- 
sultation. He afterwards learned, that a regular lecturer, who was in 
waiting, whose name he gave me, and who was not a member of the 
Society of Friends, delivered a lecture, in direct violation of the terms 
upon which the key was obtained." 

In your last letter, you gave the name of Samuel Grif- 
filh as that of your informant. How far his testimony 
supports your assertions, the following letter will show : 

Letter from Samuel Griffith, 

Mount Pleasant, Ohio, / 
I2ih mo. 25th, 1840. J 

Reppecved Fkiekd, Oliver Johnson : 

In answer to thine of the 5th, I can say, that I believe the statement, 
which thou informs me George F. White made in Roae-sireet meeting, 
was substantially correct; and I have no doubt that hegot hisinforrna- 
tioo from me, as I recollect the subject of tlj^mcetiHg alluded toeomins: 
up in convet sation when in George's company ; and being in possession 
of the information, 1 suppose I imparted if, if not in the same language he 
made yseof, nadonbt I did in substance; not with an expectation that 
it would over be related a^ain,. much less that 1 was furnishing matter 
for a disoHirse of the kind alluded to in thine ; of which I do not com- 
plain, as in my opinion he hud a right to make such use of the informa- 
tion as he thought would promote a good or retard a bad cause, which 
I leave in his feeling and judgment. 

In George's letter of the 20ih ult., as quoted by thee, there are one or 
two unimportant errors, (which is no cause of astonishm^t, consifJer- 
ingmy general imperfect m anner of explaining myself^ and his depend-^ 
ing on memory,) wbich I shall correct. 1st, I did not mtend to convey 
the idea that l gave the ground on which the house in question was 
erected ; (the amount of the cost of said lot was donated by my father, 
who h deceased ;) but I did give the title, and it is soecitied in the deed, 
that it is for the use of the " religious Society of Friends, for a place of 
mveting, and no other use." 2d, I did not intend to be understood, that 
the key was in mv possession, it being in the hands of 9 friend living 
near the meeting- house ; and i did not know any thing of the condi- 
tions upon which it was given up until sometime subsequently. 

In answer to thy first special query, I will state, that James Boyle 
wail the regular lecturer. He spoke upon the doctrine of non-resist- 
tnce that evening. 

To the 2d, Etwood, or perhaps his name may be Thomas Elwood 
Lon'^shore, was one who, I am informed by good authoiity, made the 
threat. That he was a member of a Non-Resistance Society, I have 
no better evidence th^n that my neighbors who attend the meetings of 
the Methodists and Presbyterians, and advocate the doctrines of said 
■ocie'ies, belong to those churches; (but the charge appears to be that 
ihey professed non-re'^istnnce.) 

To the 3d, the circumstances alluded to took place the 3d of 9th mo. 
1840, at and near the new Shor^ Creek meeting-nouse in this township. 

I have given but two names, w^^ich I consider to cover the charges, 
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believing that the cause of peace will be better 8ubs<^rTed by withhold- 
ing my friends' names than otherwise. 

But in justice to James Boyle, an individual for whom I have much 
respect, I must say, that I have no knowledge that he was apprised of 
the conditions upon which the house was obtained. 

1 received thine several days ago, but the death of a near relation 
having intervened, which called me a distance from home, and the presa 
of my business (that of a farmer) which accumulated duHnc: my ab- 
sence,, and letter wrting always being irksome, will be acceptecTby thee 
as an apology for the delay of this from thy friend, 

Samuel GairriTH. 

Your friend will certainly not be accused of any lack 
of disposition !o justify your course as far as possible ; but, 
notwithstanding his charitable admission, tbai your" state- 
ment" was " substantially correct," (an admission which 
contrasts singularly enough with your zeal in charging m9 
with downright falsehood for misunderstanding, in one un- 
important particular, the statements made by my infor* 
mant !) he nevertheless contradicts you in two particulars, 
viz: i. He denies that he gave the land on which the 
house was erected. 2. He says that he had not control 
of the key, and " did not know any thing of the conditions 
upon which it was given up until some time subsequently,** 

It seems, also, that all his information is derived from 
" iiimor," whether " idle" or substantial, we shall see 
hereafter. I ask you now, which of us has the most oc- 
casion for charging the other with falsehood for not being 
" literally accurate ^" This question is not put as a taunt, 
for I am willing to believe that, in respect to the points 
on which you are thus contradicted, you intended to state 
the truth. If the contradiction shall have the effect to 
make you more candid, and more scrupulous of accusing 
others, you will have cause to be thankful, and my object 
will be fully answered. 

Your intbrmant having given me the name of Thomas 
E. Longshore, as ** one who, he was informed by good 
a^itbority, made the threat," I deemed it right to apprise 
him of the accusation, that he might have an opportunity 
to say whether it was true or false. In a letter which I 
have just received from him, he says : 

*' I regret that such a report should have gained a circulation and 
produced so much disturbance Unpleasant as it is to be impli- 
cated in the affair, as I am to be forced to the alternative of endunng 
the stigma, or of repellmg the charge, when truth and justice make the 
demand, I cannot, and hope I may never hesitate to coinply, even if by 

3* 
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■0 doing I lose that friendship and respect always before enjoyed, and 
hoped ever to be Iretoined, 

" I have no recollection of having made any threat of the kind, or of 
having entrrtained any feeling or eentitneiit at the time, that could 

fossibly have induced me to do so. 1 cannot conceive it possil le, that 
even thought of such a thing, much less of doing it. I am sure I felt 
no disposition to do the thing which I um chargeci with threatening to 
do ; and doubtless this must have been well known by those with 
whom the rcpoit originated." 

I have not the pleasure of an acquaintance either with 
the accused or with your informant ; consequefitly, it does 
not become me to say, which is most worthy of credence, 
the denial of the former or the hearsay accusation of the 
latter. But I deem it right to present the following tes- 
timony of Samuel Myers, a minister of the Society of 
Friends, in New-Lisbon, Ohio, contained in a letter now 
lying before nvo : 

I believfc it due from me to state, that 1 have more acqnaintanre 
With T E. Longshore than any person in this ^lectiou can have, and I 
«m prepared to say, that 1 believe him incapable of enter! ainirg a cli«- 
position to use force improperly on any occasion, much less on the one 
referred to. I therefore am ptepared to say, that I believe him innocent 
of the charge." 

But if it were even true, that Thos. E. Longshore had 
made the threat of which he is accused, there would still 
be no. ground to justify your assault either upon a or the 
Non-Resistance Society ; for, in his letter, before alluded 
to, he says — 

"I AM NOT A MEMBER or ANY NON RESISTANCE SoClSTT. AND 

NEVER HAVE BEEN." k^ucisty, aj.d 
But he adds — 

"I AM A MEMBEB OP THE SOCIBTY OF FRIE»i>q. 1 HAD A BlRTH- 
SIGHT IN THAT SOCIETY, AND STILL RETAIN IT." 

If^ therefor*?, he is guilty of the conduct \5vid to bis 
charge, (which I do not believe,) I submit wh^thi-r it 
"would not be more consistent with truth, as well as raore 
modest in you, to withhold your denunciations ; or if that 
is impossible, at least to bestow them upon some Society 
of which he is a member ! 

So much for the charge against Thomas E. Long- 
shore ; and I venture to predict, that when your informant 
tthall assume the responsibility of openly laying the same 
accusation at the door of any of those other ** friends" to 
^horo he makes a somewhat equivocal allusion, although 
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he very charitably withholds their names, oiU of regard to 
*' the cause of peace," (!) they will be able to make an 
equally triumphant defence. If Samuel Griffith had man- 
ifested a concern for " the cause of peace,*' at an earlier 
period in this affiiir, equal to that which now appears to 
influence his conduct, I cannot help thinking, that he 
would never have spread such a report in relation to a 
member of his own religious society, without first ad- 
monishing the brother himself of his fault. 

Here 1 might rest the case, but it seems proper that I 
should present some of the testimony with which I have 
been furnished in relation to the character of the meeting 
alluded to, and the circumstances attending it. 

After stating the object of the meeting to have been " to 
compare views on the subject of peace, and how far 
Friends were bearing a faithful testimony in favor of this 
important principle,^' and that it had first been appointed 
to be lield in a school-house, Thomas E. Lo.ngshore 
savs : 

" When the hour for meeting arrived, it was believed that the school- 
house would be too small to accommodate it. It was then suggested by 
some one present but I know not whom, that the meeting-house 
would be preferable to the school-^ouse, an^^ that the meeting could be 
held there. All present approved of ihe change, and believed there 
would be little if any objection. This conversation was held by mem- 
bers of the Society m attendance at the yearly meeting. They were 
then at or near Elizabeth Griffith's bouse, and in sight of the Short 
Creek meeting-house. The proposition was immediately submitted to 
several others, and received approbation. It was soon ascertained that 
Jonathan Evan?, living with Ueorge Evans, his own mn and the son- 
in-law of Ehzabeth Griffith, and who hved m a pan of her house, bad 
the kry and the care of the meeting-houee. I went to George and in- 
quired for his father, &.c. He told me that he himself had the key, and 
would keep it, or tha: we could not have it till we got the consent of 
the trustees, or a majority of them, or to this effect — in a tone and tem- 
er, which, I was sorry to see, evinced some displeasure at theiroment. 

inquired who the trustees were. He informed me, I think, that they 
were William Robinson, Somuel Griffith, and \ do not recollect who 
else. I remarked, that they would have no objection, or that their con^ 
sent could be obtained. He r«^plicd, that we could have the key then, 
and not till then. This is the substance of our convcmiticn. I recol- 
lect no threat, nor any thing being said that could Ixt so construed, or 
justify such a report. I looked upon George as my friend, and the kind 
treatment I received at his house, before and after this conversation, I 
thought justified me in such a belief. AHhough we differ in sentiment 
on some subjects connected with the reforms of the day, I think I en- 
tertain the kindest feelings towards him. I left George and went across 
the road to William Robinson's, stated the case to him, and what Georg» 
bad said. He gave me to understand that there would be no difficult]!' 
about the key or the house, and that he wi>uld attend to thai tnauei;.!^' 
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The following letter from William Robinson, containa 
additional testimony : 

Letter from William Robinson. 

Mount Pleasant, Ohio, 1st mo. 7lh, 1S41. 

Dc A K Friend: 

Thine of the 25th came duly to hand. I now proceed to answer it. — 
During our last yearly meeting, several friends weie active in getting up 
the meeting referred to, and others equally interested in it. A general 
invitation was given in the meeting, for every one to speak, who had a 
wish to do so, as the meeting was expressly for the free interchange of 
sentiment. A number spoke, several of whom were mmisters, and all 
members of the Society of Friends, except James Boyle. Nearly all who 
attended the meeting were members. A friend came to my house, and 
said the people were collecting, and wished to have the house opened. I 
immediately went to Johnathan Evans, the care-taker of the house, and 
asked him for the key to op'^n the meeting-house. His son being pre* 
sent, replied, that Samuel Griffith wished him to tell his father, not to 
open the house. I asked him why. He said, he or they did not like to 
have abolition lectures delivered in it. I replied, I did not understand 
that to be the object of the meeting. I then asked him, who gave Sa- 
muel Griffith authority to forbid the use of the house? He replied, he 
paid so much towards building it. I then said, I believed I had paid 
more thnn^three times as much as Samuel Griffith, and, upon his prin- 
ciple, I must have a superior claim to the house. I further asked him 
if he had any objection to the house being made use of. He said no, 
and told his father he had better hand me the key. 

If any threats were made to break open the house, we have no 
knowledge of them ; and we are also well satisfied that there was not 
a member of the Non-Reeistance Society at the meeting. 

Soon after the division of Ohio yearly meeting, in 1828, Evan Grif* 
ftth, Samuel Griffith's father, in company with several other Friends,, 
had it in contemplation to build a roeeting-bouse on the corner of his 
land, a(Hoining mine. He proposed to set off three-fourths of an acre 
of land b>r that purpose, if I would add one-fourth of an acre to it, mak- 
ing an acre, which we valued at $40,00, and went into further subscrip- 
tions, with other Friends, to build the bouse. The meeting-house was 
not built until since Evan Griffith's death. It now occupies the land 
that was appropriated for that purpose by us. 

I subscribe myself, thy friend, 

WtLLiAM Robinson. 

Oliver Johnson. 

The following certificate, from seven highly respectable 
members of the Society of Frieiids, will speak for itself: 

Letter from Samuel Myers and others. 

New Lisbon, Ohio, 1st. mo. 4th, 1841. 

ESYEEMED FbiEND, O. JoHNSON ! 

Thy letter of the 24th last month, addressed to Samuel Myers and 
Jesse Holmes, is before us; and in accordance therewith, havmgbecn 
present at Mount Pleasant during the last yearly meeting, and having 
attended the meeting held at Short Creek, and called a non-resistance 
Oieeting, at which time, it appears to be reported, a threat was made 
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to enter the house by force, by some of those who were interested in 
the meeting, we believe the following to be a correct statement of 
the facts as they occurred, viz : 

AOer a conference of several Friends, it was thought desirable to hold 
a meeting of consultation and for free interchange of seniinient in rela- 
tion to our testimony in the cause of peace. Ii was also proposed, 
that Jesse Holmes announce, at the close of the session of the yearly 
meeting on /^trdday evenin.q:, thut such meeting would be held in the 
yearly meeting-house, on fourth day enening which he did, and no 
one objected in the meeting. By some m* ans, a rumor wanimmedi- 
ately in circulation, that the meeting was to be held in the Seccders' 
meeting-house; and as this was likely in a measure to thwart the ob- 
ject, it was concluded again to announce it at the close of the yearly 
meeting session on fourth day evtning^ when a good deal of opposi- 
tion was shown by many Friends, and many reasons were urged 
against the occupancy of the yoarly meeting-house, tome of which 
had a shadow of plaui^ibili'y. It was now so late, that it was doubt- 
ful whether any house could be had in tfme to give notice. However, 
as some young Friends manifested an ardent (Jesire for the meeting, 
one of them (Carvoer Tomlinson) said he could obtain the district 
school-house in Trenton, a village about one mile west ol Mount Pleas- 
ant, an i obtained the key without difficulty. By this time, a messen- 
ger came, we think, from Wm. Robinson, of Short Creek nieetine, that 
the Short Creek Tneefivt^-aause was opened; and leaving an iiidividuai 
at the school-house to give information, to thoee who camp, where the 
meeting was to be held, those who had already assembled repaired to 
the meeung-house, which was soon filled. 

Now to the questions thou proposest. 1st. ^' Who obtained th« 
key ?" We believe Wm. Robinson was instrumental in getting the 
key, though we do not know that he went or applied in person. 2d, 
" Do you know of an)r who threatened, or who may be charged, di- 
rectly or indirectly, with having threatened to enter the house by 
fbrcel" We do not. 3il, " Were those present, or any of them, mem- 
bers of any Non-Resistance Society ?'* So far as we know, none 
were (except, perhaps, James and Laura Boyle*.) 4ih. So far as 
you know, were they all members of the Society of Friends ?" They 
were, aa far as we know, with the above exceptions. 5th. *' Was a 
regular lecture delivered ?" No; and so far was it from such, it was 
no more than a meetine for a free interchange of sentiment. It is 
true, at the soticiiarion of several Friends, Jomes Boyle gave a succinct 
history of his progress in hisinquiiiea after truth. The meeting, which 
sat for about two hours, was addressed hy some eight or ten persons, 
three of whom were Friends, on a religious visit from other yearlji 
meetings. 

Samvil BItbbs, 
jc6i»k holmbs, 
GcoaoB GAaacTfloy, 
Anns GAaacTsoif, 
Lot Holmks, 
JiJSTirs WaiOHT, 
Bbtsby WaioHT. 

Thomas M*Clintock, of Waterloo, a well known min* 

* We have reason to believe that James and Laura Boyle were not 
members of any Non-Resistance Society. 
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ister of the Society of Friends, who also was present at 
the meeting alluded to, in a letter before me, says : 

" The meeting was opened by some Friend,— I don't now recol- 
lect who,— statin? the object, that it was »o give opportunity of expres- 
sing; uur views, or comparing sentiments on the su'ject of war, &c. 
Jauies Bayle* observed, that he believed the desire of thecoaipany was 
to hear our friend Thomas M'Clintock give his views. I then remark- 
ed, in reply, that I had come there as a listener and a I'^arner— that I 
had nothing on my mind at present to say— that 1 supposed the meeting 
was intended fjr a free exchange of views and fetilings, and that j 
hoped th u any that had a word would speak that word. Samuel 
Myers, I think, then rose and expressed himself at some length in ge- 
neral remarks on war. &c. Perhaps one or two others made some brief 
remarks. Then Nathan Galbreath, I think it was, observed that he 
thought Friends would like to hear James Boyle give his! views; on 
which James rose and apoke for some time. When he had done, sever- 
al others sp jke, among whom I remember Wm. Thomas, a minister, 
myself, Joseph A Dug iaie, from Indiana yearly meeting, and, I think, 
Klizabel»i Bortonfrom the same meeting. The meeting closed plea- 
santly, and 1 thought it a favored and profitable season. ' 

1 feel no inclination to charge either you or your in- 
formant with premeditated and willful falsehood ; nor will 
1 retort your unwarrantable sarcasm respecting " the 
art of manufacturing without a raw material," (see p. 16 ;) 
hut I am sure I shall not be deemed uncharitable, if I say, 
that you especially have manifested a disposition to *'take 
up a reproach against your neighbor," and a recklessness 
in assailing others, which does not well become your pro- 
fessions. Perhaps it will not be deemed too severe, if I 
express my concurrence in the opinion of a highly es- 
teemed minister of the Society of Friends, as expresstid 
in a letter now before me, as follows : — " / look upon the 
carrying of this report to New-York^ and its promulgation 
in Rose-street meetings as extremely small business" 

One of our most distinguished female poets,t speaking 
of that eminent Christian and Philantr-opist, William 
Penn, has said, with much truth and simplicity — 

" That the gentle words which hung. 
Like a string of pearls, from his cautious lip, 
On their silver thread, he was fain to clip, 
Lest something more than the truth might «/ip. 

For onc«, from a Quaker's tongue." 

• James Boyle and his wife, though not meinbers of th'» Society of 
Friends, were permitted, at their own request, to attend the sessions of 
the yearly meeting. 

t Hannah F. GoiJd. 
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I would not/ for the world, do you the slightest injus* 
tice ; but I must frankly tell you, that, in view of the 
sweeping denunciations which you have so often heaped 
upon men eminent for philanthropy and piety, and of the 
treatment which I have received at your hands, 1 cannot 
resist the impression, that you are greatly wanting in that 
tenderness of spirit, that childlike humility, that serenity 
of temper, that watchfulness and circumspection, that ab- 
negation of self, so essential in a religious teacher, end 
which shone so conspicuously in the life of Penn. If I 
am wrong in this, you will honor me for my plain-deal- 
ing ; and if I am right, " open rebuke" may prove ** an 
excellent oil which shall not break your head.'* I speak, 
unless I am greatly deceived, in the exercise of some 
measure of that charity" which sufTereth long and is 
kind," which " envieth not," which " vaunteth not itself," 
which " is not puffed up," which ** is not easily provoked," 
which " thinkeih no evil,** which " rejoiceth not in ini- 
quity, but rejoiceth in the truth." If this shall seem 
to you nothing better than " cant," deal with mc as frank- 
ly and plainly as I have dealt with you. I hope I may 
be as ready to receive, as to administer reproof. If I 
close my ears to kind and affectionate remonstrance, or 
answer you with sneers and reproaches, then let me be 
to you " as a heathen man and a publican." 

You have alluded reproachfully to the fact, that, whiU 
I am devoting myself to the cause of imbruted humanity, 
my associates, who are blessed with a portion of this 
world's goods, cheerfully contribute that which is neces- 
sary for the supply of my natural wants. If there is 
any thing sinful in this, either on my part or theirs, I nei- 
ther see nor feel it. On that, however, as on all other 
sbujects, I desire to know and follow the truth ; and there- 
fore I will endeavor to weigh arguments with candor, to 
listen patiently to Christian reproof, and to bear reproach 
with meekness — ** not rendering railing for railing." Did 
it never occur to you, that a man may be a " hireling," 
and yet receive no salary ? Is it not quite possible, that 
he might enter even into the station of a minister, not for 
pecuniary reward, but to gratify his feelings of pride and 
ambition ? It is my firm conviction, that the ministerial 
office, at the present day, is more frequently assumed on 
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account of the honorable distinction which it confers, than 
from any motives of a pecuniary nature. Hence, even 
a minister of the Society of Friends may be a ** hire- 
ling." Christ has given us a graphic description of a 
man of this character. 

" But he that is a hireling, and not the shepherd, whose own the 
sheep are not, seeth the wolf coming, and leavcth the sheep, and 
fleeth; and the wolf catcheth them, and scatterelh the sheep." — John 
X. 12. 

Now I ask, where is there a " wolf" more ravenous, or 
which has devoured a greater number of the lambs of 
Christ's flock, than SLAVERY ? Do not his advocates 
and apologists often come to us *' in sheep's clothing" ? 
Let me ask ,you, my brother, what have you done to 
stay the ravages of this blood-stained monster 1 That 
you have done all in your power to oppose abolition, and 
to cast odium upon its advocates, I know ; but where is 
your testimony against slavery ? When have you exhort- 
ed your hearers to open their mouths for the dumb, and to 
plead the cause of the poor and needy ? When has your 
sympathy gushed forth, from an overflowing heart, for 
your ** countrymen in chains" ? You are not under the 
temptations incident to a salary, and therefore we have a 
right to expect that you will give the " wolf" no quarter. 
Alas ! my brother, I greatly fear, that if Israel had not 
more watchful shepherds than yourself, the sheep would 
indeed be scattered and devoured. 

I cannot forbear, in this connexion, to commend to 
your careful attention the following extract from a pam- 
phlet lately issued by a Committee of the Philadelphia 
yearly meeting of Friends : 

" It is in vain, for any, in tl»is oge of gospel light, when * God is call- 
ing upon man, every where, to repent,' to attempt to cover these crimes 
under false pretences; their hope is the hope of the hypocrite, that shall 
perish. Job viii. 13. It is the du iy of all Christians to testify against 
ihenif whether they exist in the relation of master and slave, or elsewhere. 
But in an Ecspgcial manner does it behoove those who stand in 
THE station op MINISTERS of the niostjnsty most eguatt and most mer- 
ciful religion of Jesus Christ, to abidt faithf ul in their calling, and 
to * cry aloud and spare not.^ " 

With no feelings towards you but those of kindness, 
I subscribe myself. 

Your brother, 

OLIVER JOHNSON. 
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" Innocence shall make 

False accusation blush/' 

On Sunday morning, Nov. 29th, 1840, being present at 
the Rose-street meeting of Friends in New-York, I heard 
tJeorge F. White denounce temperance, anti-slavery and 
Tion-resisiance societies, in the most opprobrious terms.'^ 
Among other things, he charged the whole body of aboli- 
tionists, without any exception or qualification, with main>- 
taining the doctrine, that the only hope of the slave was 
not in God, nor in the truth, but in themselves. This doc- 
trine he pronounced " FLAT BLASPHEMY.'^ and then 
proceeded lo speak of the abohtionists, (making no ex- 
ception whatever,) as " blasphemers," " hypocrites," &c. 
As I was a member of the Executive Committee of the 
American Anti-Slavery Society, and as the charge of 
blasphemy had been made in the hearing of perhaps 800 
people, I felt it to be my duty to deny its truth, in order 
that so large an assembly might not be deceived, and thus 
led to oppose the righteous cause of emancipation, and be 
enabled to quiet their consciences while closing their 
ears to the cries of the perishing bondman. 

I said, accordingly, in substance, that I bad risen, from 
a sense of duty, to make a few remarks ; that, as I was 
not a member of the Society of Friends, it was not un^^ 
likely that I might give offence by speaking, and that the 
fear of this would be sufficient to deter me from doing 
so, if my conscience would allow me to be silent. I 

* For % specimen of some of the epithets which he used on the 
occftsioD, I refer the reader to the Introduction. 

4 
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then stated, that 1 was one of those whom the speaker 
had denounced as ** blasphemers that it had been my 
privilege, for the last eight years, (in obedience, as I be- 
lieved, to that " sure word of propecy" to which the 
speaker himself had referred,) to be associated in active 
labors with those who had been struggling to break the 
fetters of the American slave ; that I was extensively ac- 
quainted with abolitionists, and had attentively examined 
those official documents and periodicals from which alone 
a knowledge of their sentiments could be obtained ; and 
I therefore felt myself qualified to say, and, under a sense 
of duty, must say, that the charge against them of hold- 
ing that the only hope of the slave was in themselves, 
was untrue ; that it was not unlikely, that out of 1500 or 
2000 anti-slavery societies, scattered in every part of the 
free States, one or more might have used unguarded lan- 
guage on this point, but that the great body had ever re- 
cognized, in the most explicit terms, their dependence on 
God to give success to all their labors ; and 1 challenged 
an investigation of their official publications for evidence 
of iho truth of what I had said. I also expressed my 
grief and astonishment, that a charge of such a charac- 
ter should have been made in a meeting of the Society 
of Friends, especially as anti-slavery associations had 
done much, incidentally, to spread the principles of that 
Society, and to awaken a deep concern for its most im- 
portant testimonies. It was, I said, owing to my inter- 
course with Friends, as an abolitionist, that my own reli- 
gious sentiments had undergone so great a change, that I 
had been led to relinquish the intention, which I once 
cherished, of becoming a clergyman, to withdraw from 
the church of which I was a member, and to renounce a 
corrupt and hireling ministry ; and I remarked, that my 
own experience was similar to that of many others, and 
that the testimonies of the Society against war, oaths, a 
hireling ministry, and slavery, I now felt it my duty and * 
privilege to maintain. I observed, that I did not wish the 
audience to take my testimony as conclusive, but to ex- 
amine the matter for themselves, and not condemn the 
abolitionists until they had given their principles a fair 
examination. In conclusion, I expressed the hope, that 
the members of a Society whose early founders had often 
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felt themselves called upon to address the religious as- 
semblies of other seels, not only contrary to the rules of 
those sects, but even to the laws of the land, would not 
judge me harshly or uncharitably for speaking as I had 
done on that occasion. 

This is the substance of what I said, and« so far as I 
recollect, the language I used. Whether my manner 
was characterized by any impropriety, let those who 
heard me testify. 

Very soon after I sat down, George F. White rose and 
said, in reply, that he had ample vouchers for all that he 
had stated, which he would exhibit to any person who 
might wish to examine them, and who would call at his 
store or dwelling, (naming streets and numbers.) Ho 
added, also, that what I had said about the early founders 
of the Society of Friends having violated the laws of the 
land, by speaking in the meetings of other sects, was not 
true ; that such a charge had been made before, by ene- 
mies of the Society, but never, so far as he knew, (ex- 
cept in a single instance, in which George Fox was con- 
cerned,) had it been substantiated ; and therefore, that 
while I had indecorously charged him with falsehood, in 
the face of evidence, I should find it difficult to clear my 
own skirts of the same ofifence. 

To this I did not deem it my duty to reply, but imme- 
diately resolved, that I would accept the invitation, thus 
publicly given, to call and examine the vouchers on wbick 
his charge was founded. Accordingly, on the evening of 
the next day, in company with James S. Gibbons, (who 
went with me at my request,) I called at his house, in- 
tending lo ask him, in a respectful manner, to show me 
his evidence, and, after copying it, to go quietly away, 
without entering into any conversation, unless he should 
desire me to do so. Going as I did, in good faith, agree- 
ably to his own public invitation, I did not anticipate any 
other than a respectful reception, and Christian treatment. 
Judge, then, of my surprise, when, on being introduced 
to him by James S. Gibbons, he stepped back and refu- 
sed, in a very imperious manner, to receive my hand, 
saying, at the same time, as nearly as 1 can recollect, " I 
cannot receive that man, or have any thing to do with 
iiim and adding, in a tone and manner corresponding to 
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his words, I wish him to go immediately out of my house.^"^ 
1 said, ihal I had come, at his own invitation, to see the 
vouchers for the truth of the charge which he had pub- 
licly made against the abolitionists on the previous day. 
*' I can have nothing to do with thee." *' You decline 
furnishing me with the evidence, then ?" I asked ; and 
again he replied, in an emphatic tone, / shall have nO' 
thing to do with thce^ The only answer I made was, 
that I was sorry to find him in such a state of mind. 
Turning to James S. Gibbons, he said — " Wa^st thou at 
the Rose-street meeting yesterday morning ?'* *' I was," 
he replied. Then I am surprised that thou shouldst 
insult me and my family by bringing that man, who has 
charged me with falsehood in the presence of 800 peo- 
ple, to my house !" J. S. G. explained, that / had only 
denied the truth of his charge, without saying any thing- 
whatever of him personally, or of his motives. George 
F. White asked, in a vehement manner, " What secu- 
rity have I, if I admit that man to my house, that he 
will not, the next moment, spit in my face, or insult my 
wife and daughters ? I am a non resistant, and therefore 
defenceless. If he were hungry, I would cheerfully give 
him a meal ; but I must regard his introduction now as an 
insult to my family — to which his wife responded her 
assent. I stood in silence for some time, while he and 
J. S. G. kept up an earnest conversation, during which 
he spoke of me in the most opprobrious and offensive 
t«rins. I would have retired immediately, but waited for 
J. S. G., who stood in momentary expectation of leavir.ir. 
After some time, we withdrew ; and for myself I can 
say, with no feelings but those of pity and kindness for 
the man who had given me a reception so strange and 
unexpected. 

I have related the facts as they occurred, not from a 
desire to retaliate, nor to awaken either sympathy for my- 
self or hatred towards George F. White, but because 
they foim an essential part of the history of the transac- 
tion with which they are so intimately connected. 

During the interview, he produced the evidence on 
which he relied to prove that the whole body of aboli- 
tionists were blasphemers. And what does the reader 
suppose it was ? Surely, he will say, it could not havo 
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been any thing less than some important official docu- 
nicMit, contaiiiitig an authorized and well known exposi* 
tion of the principles of the accuse;!. Will it be be- 
lieved, that it way nothing more than a resolution of the 
Junior Anli-Shivery Society of Philadelpiiia — a Society 
composed princi])ally of minors^ and nifmhcrs, too, of the 
Socithj of Friends ■ Astonishing as it may seem, it is 
nevertheless true I Here is the resolution, with which 
he declared he was ready to meet all the abolitionists in 
the United States ! It was adopted Dec. 1839. 

" Resolved, That as wc believe the only hope for the slave is in the 
At]ii-5)lavi.ry Siiciotits, ihe abolitionists of the present day must con- 
tribute nv.re liberally of their funds, if they expect to accompli.-^h their 
most jrlorious object — the liberation from their chains of three niiliioirs 
of their ftllovv countrymen."* 

Admitting, for the sake of the argument, (what is not 
true,) that this resolution is of a blasphemous character, 
in what language shall 1 express the rnorisirous injustice 
of holding the whole body of aboluionists responsible for 
its phraseology, and making it the basis whereon to rest 
a charge of *' flat blasphemy" against thousands of peo- 
ple who never saw nor heard of it, and whose lives are 

unimpeachable" witnesses of their firm reliance upon 
that God, in obedience to whose requisitions they are 

* I ought, perhaps, to stale, that G. F. W. also spoke of a sirwilar re- 
solution, or sentiment, which, he said, had been adopted by one of the 
Anti-Slavery Conventions of American Women, but of which he wan 
unable, //ten, to furnish a copy, although he suid tie could do 60 in a 
short lime, if it was desired, i have since read thf proceedings of all those 
Conventions with great c«re, but have foui;d noihing of the kind. I did 
find, however, among a multitude of similar acknowledgments of de- 
pendence on Divine aid, the following : 

" Resolved, That we acknowledge, with heartfelt gratitude, the pro- 
tection afforded us by our Utavenbj Father, during the sittings of this 
Convpnliun; and that we I'eel sensible, thai it is through the assistance 
of his S/jirit we have been eaabLd to conduci our lieliberations with 
so mucli profit and harmony. ' 

*' Resolved, That, as women professing Christianity, we will, through 
Christ STRENGTHENING us, never lutte the truth of God in relation to the 
subject ot slavery, though, by maintaining that truth, wo should be made 
partakers in the suirenngs of itiose wiio, through faith, endured bonds 
and imprisonment, not uccepting deliverance." 

These resolutions indicate the character of the women whom a min- 
ister of the Society of Friends, in the nineteenth century, denounces 
as " bUisphesuerd ! And this, too, notwithstanding a large nuniber, 
ferhftps a majority oC tbem, are members of that Society. 
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crying aloud" against the bloody system of oppression, 
which curses and pollutes our land ! If there is any 
truth, justice, or honesty, in thus accusing the whole bony 
of abolitionists, then it would bo equally true, equally just, 
equally honest, to charge with blasphemy the whole body 
of Friends ; for a very large proportion, perhaps a ma- 
jority, of those who adopted the resolution, are members, 
in good standing, of that Society ! If the accusers, (for 
G. F. W. does not stand alone,) really believe their own 
charge to be true, why do they not proceed against the 
transgressors agreeably to the discipline ? Why, instead 
of thrusting his charges at some of the most exemplary 
members of the Society, from behind the entrenchment 
of the preachers' gallery, where he knows he cannot be 
contradicted without a breach of order, does not George 
F. White arraign them before a tribunal where their guilt 
may be fairly proved, or their innocence clearly demon- 
strated ? What would be thought of me, if, believing-- 
yea, knowing — these charges to be false, I should assert, 
before a public assembly, that the whole body of Friends, 
in every part of the country, are responsible for them ? 
And will it be pretended that the mass of abolitionists are 
any more responsible for the act of one local society, 
than are Friends for the statements made by a man whose 
ministry they sanction? But, I should greatly wrong 
thousands of Friends, if 1 were to iniimate that these de- 
nunciations met with their approval — nay, that they do 
not meet with their decided condemnation. I am per- 
suaded, that even in this city, the number of Friends is 
exceedingly small who would openly say that they ap- 
prove of them, while some of the most active members 
of the Society, (and those, too, who have never joined 
anti-slavery associations,) are exceedingly tried in their 
minds in consequence of them. Friends must measure 
their own responsibility for charges made by a minister 
who acts under the oilicial approbation of the Society. It 
i^ a matter which they must settle with their own con- 
sciences, and with Him who has said, "THOU SHALT 
NOT RAISE A FALSE REPORT." 

The resolution, I admit, is unguarded in its phraseolo- 
gy. It were better if it read — the only hope for the 
slave is, mder. Godj in the anti-slavery societies." Such 
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is the only fair and candid construction which can be 
put upon it, by any person who is acquainted with the 
character and professions of those who adopted it.* There 
are some men, however, who, in their anxiety to carry a 
point, can 

"Construo things, a fter their fashion. 

Clean .from the purjwse of tht things theniselves.^^ 

With such it is in vain to reason ; and none others will 
aeed argument in a case so plain. 

What will the reader say, when he is assured, that in 
the very paper from which the above resolution was ta- 
ken, and in a Report issued by the same Society, was the 
following passage, clearly evincing that those who adopt- 
ed it looked for the blessing of God upon their humble, 
though faithful kbors ? 

"Act thy part well, then, even though it be lowly. It is not the pnrt, 
but the rnaiiner in which it i» filled, mai constitutes the merit. Pind 
Uiy ajypropriate place, and then battle manfully. Above all, despair 
not, for despair is not of God^ but of the father of lies. Doubt 
not the uisdom and power of the great Commander, but do his bid- 
ding^' 

In my remarks at the Rose-street meeting, I challenged 
an examination of the official documents of the abolition- 
ists, in proof of their reliance upon God to give them 
strength for the conflict with oppression, and to crown 
their labors with success. There is not a tract or publi- 
cation of any sort, which they have ever issued, that does 
not abound with evidences of their faith in the Divine 
Arm. To present all the testimony on this point, which 
their writings afford, would be to reprint nearly all the au- 
thorized expositions of their principles and objects. As 
specimens of what I might offer, if it were necessary, I 
annex a few passages. 

The Convention which formed the American Anti-Sla- 
very Society in 18:J3, issued a ** Declaration of Senti- 
raents," which has been received by abolitionists from that 

♦ It is a coincidence worth mentioning, that a distinguis>hcd minister 
of the Society of Friends recently used, in a letter, lanyunge of exactly 
the same import, in relation to the Indianss—^ivowing hi» belief that 
their " only hope" is in that Society ! Of course, he spoke of the So- 
ciety 08 an instrumentality in the hands of God, whose blessing upon 
its efToris is the foundation of the hope alluded to. 
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day to the present, as an authentic exposition of their 
principles and purposes. In it is the following language : 

"Our Trust for Victory is SOLELY IN GOD.— We may be 
personally defeated, but our principles never- • • • Stibmitting !his Decla- 
ration to the candid examination of the people of ihis country, ai d of 
the Iriends of liberty throughout the world, we hereby affix our signa- 
tures to it ; pledging ourselves that, under the guidance and by the 
help of Almighty God, we will do all that in ua lies consistently with 
this doclar^ition of our principles, to overthrow the most exccrab'e sys- 
tem of slavery that has ever been witnessed upon earth*" - come what 
may to our persons, our in'eresta, or cur reputaiions—whether we live 
to witness the triumph of Liberiy, Justice, and Humanity, or perish 
uatiniely as martyrs iu this great, benevolent, and holy cause." 

The *' Declaration of Sentiments" adopted by the abo- 
litionists of Ohio, contairis the following passage : 

"For success in ihis sacred enterprise, ue cease from man, and 
LOOK TO GOD ALONE. In him is everlasting strength, with him 

the residue of the Spirit and plenteous redemption JH is wisdom {9 our 

guidCf his power our defence, his truth our weapon, his Spirit our t orn' 
Jbrter, his promise the anchor of our soul, his approval our exceeding 
great reward, and his blessing upon our past labors a sure presage <ff 
the glory to be revealed in the triumphs of a redemption which already 
draweth nigh J* 

The New- York State Society, in an address issued at 
its formation in 1835, said : 

" In prosecuting the objects, appropriate to our character, as abclition- 
ists, let us devote ourselves to the iervice, and rely on the resources of 
Jehovah, as the God of the oppressed. Any reliunce merely human^ 
must prove vain and deceptive. •••• We cannot confide in ourselves. 
With cunnmg to seduce ; and malignity to threaten ; and power to in- 
timidate us, our foes will leave no stratagem or exp&dient untried, to 
entangle and overpower us. Woe to the man, who in such a cause as 
ours", may dare to lean to his own understanding ! Sonit thing more he 
wi 1 need than a hot head, or stiff neck, or stout will, to bear him ho- 
norably through such a conflict as avvuits U3. The arm of CJod alone 
has strength to sustain the shock, to which we are exposed. And while 
in subserving the cause of freedom, we are for fjod,\\e may rest assured, 
that He will be with us in supporting a crmse so dtar and sacred- ••• 
All I let us prayerfully expect, iliat tlie Spirit and ihc Providence of 
God will make our doctrines and our doings efficacious. Thus guided, 
cheered and sustained, we shall be wise in wisdom, and strong in pow- 
er, infinitely above our own ; the wisdom and the power of God." 

If I had space I might quote similar passages from the 
documents of every State Society in the land. But, let 
us come to the city of New- York, the residence of the 
man who has charged the albolitioaists with blasphemously 
denying their dependence upon God. In an address issu- 
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eH by the City Society, in 1833, I find the following lan- 
guage : 

" The right, and the God of right> are with us. Rcbjins: upon his 
arm for support and guidance, and imploring his blessing for svcvtis^ 
we addiees ourselves to our work, unangered and unawed, and invite 
the support and aid of our fellow citizcnit, under the firm and settled- 
assurance, that, whatever of lahor or obloquy it may coet the friends of 
abolition, it is the cause of God and our country, and will succeed." 

Having submitted this testimony from the official docu- 
ments of abolitionists, I leave the reader to judge for him* 
self whether I was not fully justified in repelling, in the 
manner I did, the charge brought against them. If G. 
F. W. had simply stated, that the Philadelphia Junior 
Society had adopted a resolution, which, if taken literally, 
involved "blasphemy," I should not have deemed it my 
province to contradict him ; but I could not, in conscience, 
listen to a sweeping charge of that kind, against the whole 
body of abolitionists, without protesting against it as false 
and cruel. 

I am sure that Friends generally will not be less as- 
tonished than I was at George F. VVhite's denial of the 
truth of my statement, that the early founders of the So- 
ciety often violated the laws of the land by speaking in 
the meetings of other denominations. Above all^ they 
must be sensible of the gross injustice of accusing me 
of falsehood for incidentally alluding; under the circum- 
stances in which I was placed, to a fact which I had of- 
ten heard mentioned by leading members of the Society, 
and which had never, to my knowledge, been denied.— 
The fact that i made the statement in a public meeting 
of Friends, who would have it in their power to detect 
and exfiose it, if untrue, would be quite sufficient, in the 
estimation of every candid mind, to exonerate me from 
the charge of willful misrepresentation, even if 1 had gone 
further than the truth would bear me out. Friended, well 
acquainted with the history of the Society, however, as- 
sure me that I was right ; and now, after an examination 
of authorities, that which at first was only an impression 
upon my mind has given place to a well-settled convic- 
tion that I stated nothing more than a simple truth, which 
U must require gTi%X ignorance or presumption to deny. 
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I have before me the third London edition of the Jour- 
nal of George Fox, in which I find many facts to cor- 
roborate my statement, I will refer to a few of them. 

On p. 16, George Fox says — 

" I was movevi to go to several courrs and steeple-houses, at Maiis- 
fieU and oih^'r places, to warn ihern to leave off" oppression" 6lc. [not 
to denounce as ''blasphemers" and "hypocrites" those who were stri- 
vi ig, in the fear of Go< I, to put an end to oppression !] 

Again, p 24 — 

" As I went towards Nottingham, on a first day, in the mormng, » • • • 
I espied the great seeple-house, and the Lord said unto me, 'Thou 
must go cry against yunder great idol, and against the worshippers 
therein," 

He accordingly went to the house, and interrupted the 
preacher in the midst of his discourse ; after describing 
tvhich, he adds : 

"As I spake thus amongst them, the oflScers came, took me away, 
and put me into a riasiy, slinking prison* •• •At night, they took me 

before the mayor, aldermen, and sheriffs of the town After some 

discourse between them and me, they sent me back to prison." 

Again, p. 26 — 

" While I was at Mansfield Woodhouse, 1 was moved to go to the 
ateeple houeie, and declare the truth to the priest and people. But the 
people fell upon me in great rage, struck me down, and a'most s'i- 
fled me. I was cruelly beaten and bruised by them, with their hands, 
bibles, and sticks. Then they haled me tut, though I was hardly 
able to stand, and put me into the stocks — After sometime, they had 
me before the magistrates," &c. 

Again, p. 28 — 

" I went to Chesterfield, where one Britland was priest. . . ' I was mo- 
ved to speak to him and the people, in ihe great love of God* •••But 
they had me before the mayor, and 'hreatened to send me, with some 
others, to the house of correction j and kept us in custody till it was 
late in the night. Then the officers and the watchmen put us out of 
the town, leaving us to shift as we could." 

Speaking of a visit to Derby, (p. 29,) he says ; 

"There was to be a great lecture there that day, and many officers 
of the ?.rmy, priests and preachers, were to be there, and a colonel that 
was a preacher. Then was I moved of the Lord to go up to them.— 
Wiieri they hid done, I spake to th^m what the Lord commanded me; 
and they were pretty quiet. But there came an officerj an<l took me by 
the hand, and said I must go before the magistrates, and the other two 
that were with me." 

Again, (p. 63,) speaking of his visit to the " steeple- 
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house at Tickhill, where he began to address the peo- 
ple, he says— 

"They immediairiy fell upon me; the clerk up with his bible, as I 
was speakipg, ' struck me on the lace with it, so that my face ifushed 
out wuh blood ; and I bltxl exceedinsly in the steeple-housc' The peo- 
pie cried, ' Let us have him out of the church,' When thay had got me 
holige^"^ ^eatme exceedingly, threw me down, anj, turned me over a 

Again, p. 75 — 

"I heard of a creat meeting the priests were to have Rt Ulverston, on 
a lecture day. I went to it, and into the steeple house, in the dread 
and power of the Lord. When the priest had done, I spoke amone 
ihem the word of the Lord." ^ 

These are but a few of the cases to which I might re- 
fer in the Journal of George Fox, but they are "amply 
sufficient to " clear my skirts" of the charge of falsehood 
for saying what I did in the Rose-street meeting, I may 
add, also, that several cases of a similar character, 
which occurred soon after the seliiement of Friends in 
this country, are on record ; and in Besse's ** SufTerings 
of the Quakers," (vol. 1, p. 11,) it is said : 

"In this and the foregoing year, (1656-6J Joseph Cole, Dorothy 
Waugh, George Adarnson, Hannah Mills, Thomaa Cyrtia and Anne 
hw wife, were imprisoned at several /imw, for offering to speak, by way 
of Chnatian exhoitaiion, to the priest and people^ when asaembled m 
their place for public worship at Reading." 

Will it be said, that the conduct of these " early foun- 
ders" of the Society was not contrary to law ? One in- 
dividual has told me that they had a legal right to speak, 
because they were taxed ! It is a sufficient answer to 
this to say, that they uniformly refused to pay tithes, and 
therefore had no right on that score ; but, even if they 
had paid all that the law demanded, and thereby acqui- 
red the right alluded to, in the parishes where they re- 
sided, it is absurd to suppose that they thus acquired a 
general license to enter and address the meetings of all 
denominations, in every part of the country, at their 
pleasure. 

George Fox and his associates evidently had veiy 
different views of the obligations of Christianity, and the 
effects produced by its promulgation, from those which 
too extensively prevail in the Society of Friends at the 
present day. They did not understand the modem way 
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of %g0ting into the quiets Their fear of " excitement*' 
was'not an overmatch for their Christian fidelity in pro- > 
claiming unpopular truth ; their " wailing" was not for a 
time when that truth, would cease to agitate and inflame 
the minds of those who were determined to reject it» 
Their philosophy of reform was drawn from the teach* 
ings and example of Him, who came " not to send peace 
on the earth but a sword," and who was put to death be- 
cause he would not be "quiet" while he saw the world 
lying in Wickedness around him. They had not a facti- 
tious and honorable reputation, derived from the toils and 
sacrifices of an ancestry, whose principles they professed, 
while they had not tiie self-denial tp practice them. They 
did not make it their highest boast that a selfish and un- 
godly generation sp^oke Well of them ; but they rejoiced 
when their^names were i^ast out as evil, and that they 
were counted worthy to fjufer persecution for Christ's 
stik^V They were often tiixjown into prison a« "bias-; 
phemers^* and " disturbers pf, the peace," but these devi- 
ces of the enemy of all righteousness were as oil to the 
flame of theit zeal. And why were they thus cruelly 
jpersecuted? For tho same reason that Christian Re- 
formers have been persecuted in every age — thty bote a 
faithful and uncomprrnnising testimony against the popular 
sins of the time in which they lived. They dealt n6t 
with the past, but with the present. They did not 
content themselves with attacking those'iniquities which 
they could denounce with safety to their persons and 
reputations, nor with uttering those truths which the 
world, in consequence of the fidelity of their forefathers, 
had learned to tolerate. Their warfare was aggressive, 
and as they went forth iA > the strength of God, tyranny 
and falsehood stood pale and trembling before them, or fied 
at their approach. What agitations, what conflicts, what 
commotions, what excitements, did they produce ! The 
same faithfulness in exposing the popular vices of the 
present day has produced similar results ; and the pre- 
sent exemption of the Society of Friends, as well as of 
other religious denomiuatiods, from persecution, is owing, 
oot more to the increase of light and knowledge, than to . . 
their want of fidelity to Truth. 

OLIVER JOHNSON, 



